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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
     Before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
     P.O. Box 1451 
     Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 
 
     Opposition No. 91238706 
     Application Serial Nos. 87566170 and 87538374 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan Inc. 

Opposer  
v. 
 
Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. 
  Applicant 
 
 

Replies to First Set of Interrogatories 
 

 Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus Inc., hereby submits its Replies to First Set of 
Interrogatories. Applicant reserves the right to supplement and/or amend these Replies as 
appropriate during the course of this action. Each Reply is followed by the corresponding 
Interrogatory as received from Opposer. 

 
Objection to the Definitions and Instructions 

 
Objection: The set of Interrogatories utilizes prefatory instructions and definitions which extend 
the Interrogatories to those who are not the current Officers of Applicant. Therefore, the 
related instructions are neglected in Replies.  

 
/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

Reply No. 1: The names and contact information of the membership on or about February 2001 
is provided in Exhibit RI1-1, Chorus Me . Mr. Yuejin Li was the President 
and .  

INTERROGATORY NO. 1 Identify and describe each and every member of Edison at the 

Defenses, p. 3), including providing the name, position within Edison (if any), address, phone number, 
and email.   

Reply No. 2: The current President (and Secretary) of Applicant is Daping Fan and his current 
er of 

Applicant is Min Li and his current 
Disclosures. 
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Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that this 
information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in 
violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). Furthermore, this interrogatory is 
oppressive, so broad and made solely for the purpose of harassing and intimidating the 
members of Applicant who are not officers of Applicant. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 2 Identify and describe each and every member of Edison at the time of the 
response to this interrogatory, including providing the name, position within Edison (if any), address, 
phone number, and email.

Reply No. 3: Applicant is a non-profit organization and therefore, there are no owners. There 
were a total of about 50 qualified members before and after the Membership meeting on 
February 25, 2017. There were 31 members attended the meeting representing 33 members (2 
proxy votes) and one vote received via email. There were 30 votes for dismissal and one vote 
for retention of Mr. Bing Lu as the Art Director of Applicant, and 3 votes of abstention as shown 
in Exhibit RI3-2. The total number of qualified members was increasing during the year of 2017.  
The total number of qualified members reached about 117 by the end of 2017 and the total 
number of qualified members reached about 135 by the end of 2018.   

INTERROGATORY NO. 3 Identify and describe any changes in the composition, owners or 

  

Reply No. 4: Mr. Daping Fan is the current member and President (and Secretary) of Applicant 
starting from Feb. 2017 to present.  

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that this 
information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in violation of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 4 Identify and describe the membership history, membership status, and any 
other relationship of Da Ping Fan with respect to Edison. 

Reply No. 5: Mr. Yabin Lei is the past President of Applicant from May 2015 to April 2016. 

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that this 
information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in 
violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 
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/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 5 Identify and describe the membership history, membership status, and any 
other relationship of Ya Bin Lei with respect to Edison. 

Reply No. 6: Mr. Yu Liu is the past President of Applicant from April 2016 to February 2017. 

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that this 
information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in 
violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6 Identify and describe the membership history, membership status, and any 
other relationship of Yu Liu with respect to Edison. 

Reply No. 7: As identified and described in the Answer and Affirmative Defenses, there was a 
meeting dated on or about February 3, 2001. Applicant invited all to have a brainstorming 
session to find a suitable Chinese name for the Chorus, and in a membership meeting dated on 
or about February 17, 2001, members proposed over 10 potential names but voted on three 
potential names: 1. ; 2. ; and 3. .  The members 
voted and selected the third one, , as the Chinese name for the Chorus. Ms. Tan did 
not attend the meeting since she was not a member of the Chorus so that she had no voting 
right. It was the intention and understanding of contributors in the brainstorming session to 
suggest a Chinese name to Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus, for its use in the interstate 

 
Exhibit RI7-3 shows the potential names under consideration at that time.  

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7 Identify and describe the origin of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark 
Applications and any evidence, including from witnesses, in support. 

Reply No. 8: The origin of the mark(s) is identified and described in Reply No. 7. The trademark 

 are not the defined terms under the Trademark Law. Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. is 
the owner of the mark(s). 

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 8 Identify and describe the creator(s) and adopter(s) of the mark(s) set forth in 
the Trademark Applications and any evidence, including from witnesses, in support. 

Reply No. 9: The owner of the mark(s) is Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. as shown in all of the 
brochures, newspapers, and other advertisement, including those documents filed by Ms. Tan 
in her trademark applications. These documents are readily available by searching the websites, 
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in the possession of many former or current members of either Applicant or Opposer, and can 
be testified by many witnesses, including but not limited to those listed in the initial disclosures.

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 9 Identify and describe the owner(s) of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark 
Applications and any evidence, including from witnesses, in support. 

Reply No. 10: Based on lately available documents the first use of the mark(s) was at least as 
early as December 2, 2001 when the First Huaxia Choral Festival was held. Exhibit RI10-4 is the 
program brochure which lists Edison Chinese Chorus and its Chinese name . As 
explained in Reply No. 9 there are many brochures, newspapers, and other advertisement, 
which show the continuous use of mark(s) by Applicant from Dec. 2001 to present. These 
documents are readily available by searching the websites, in the possession of many former or 
current members of either Applicant or Opposer, and can be testified by many witnesses, 
including but not limited to those listed in the initial disclosures. 

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that it is 
unduly burdensome and obtainable by Opposer from some source that is more convenient, less 
burdensome, or less expensive in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10 Identify and describe the first and subsequent uses of the mark(s) set forth 
in the Trademark Applications, including its(their) use in interstate commerce, and any evidence, 
including from witnesses, in support. 

Reply No. 11: There are no contracts, agreements or licenses relating to the mark(s) since 
Applicant is the owner of such mark(s) from 2001 to present.   

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11 Identify and describe any contracts, agreements or licenses relating to the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 12: Applicant did try to find documents related to the first use of the mark(s) and 
filed with the Trademark Application. The readily available document found at the time was a 
program brochure dated October 2, 2004 and therefore the date of the first use in the 

first page of the 
program brochure is attached as Exhibit RI12-5.  

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that it is 
unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). In addition, 
this information, if exist, is obtainable by Opposer from some source that is more convenient, 
less burdensome, or less expensive. This information is also not relevant to the determination 
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of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 12 Identify and describe any communications from or to Applicant that relate 
to the origin, creator, adoption, owner, licensing, use or application for the mark(s) set forth in the 
Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 13: Applicant was not founded in 1990.  It was founded on or around Feb 3, 2001. 
The initial attendees were shown in Exhibit RI13-6. It is a non-profit organization and therefore 
there is no owner. The organization operated under the leadership of its first President, Yuejin 
Li, and the membership meeting is always the highest decision mechanism as described 
previously regarding the selection of the Trademarks. Its bylaws were approved by the 
membership on October 20, 2001 and formally filed with the State of New Jersey on April 1, 
2002. Even before filing with the State, the organization already operated using the current 
name as shown in Exhibit RI13-7 and Exhibit RI10-4. Its bylaws were not changed from 2001 to 
present.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 13 Identify and describe the ownership, organization, control and/or bylaws 
of Edison from 1990 until the time of response to this interrogatory and any Documents that relate to such 
ownership, organization, control and/or bylaws.  

Reply No. 14: As it was described in the First Affirmative Defense, in a meeting dated on or 
about February 3, 2001. Applicant invited all to have a brainstorming session to find a suitable 
Chinese name for the Chorus, there were over 10 potential names suggested by the members 
(Exhibit RI7-3), and in a membership meeting dated on or about February 17, 2001, members 
voted on three potential names: 1. ; 2. ; and 3. . 
The members voted and selected the third one, , which is the current mark in the 
case. Ms. Tan did not attend the meeting since she was not a member of the Chorus so that she 
had no voting right. No one has ever claimed the ownership of any suggested marks at that 
time.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 14 
 

Reply No. 15: As it was described in the Second Affirmative Defense Opposer, Ms. Tan knew 
that she was not the user and therefore not an owner of the marks but filed trademark 
applications by falsely representing the fact with knowledge of its untruth and with intent to 
deceive the public and USPTO. The specimen she filed with the trademark applications shows 
the use of the marks by Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus, not by Ms. Tan. They fraudulently 
misrepresented their association with Applicant which is inconsistent even in their own 

plicant, then they 

that Applicant is the true user and owner of the 
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marks, they filed oppositions with an intention to deceive TTAB using the falsely represented 
material fact. All of our witnesses can testify to the fact that Applicant is the true and sole 
owner of the mark(s). 

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15 
Aff  

Reply No. 16: As it was described in the Third Affirmative Defense, Ms. Tan and Opposer never 
used the marks before Opposer was formed (Opposer
2017. As a matter of fact, Opposer further admitted that its First Use of the marks is on or after 
April 28, 2017 in its filing with the State of New Jersey. Therefore, even if the marks were 
owned by Ms. Tan in 2001, she has abandoned the marks due to the non-use from 2001 to 
2017.  

 INTERROGATORY NO. 16 
 

 
Reply No. 17: As it was described in the Fourth Affirmative Defense, Ms. Tan and Opposer were 
not the owner of the marks and therefore, there is no claim for them in the Opposition. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 17 
, including from witnesses, in support. 

Reply No. 18: As identified and described before, ownership is acquired through the use of the 
trademark in commerce. The owner of the mark(s) is Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. as shown in all 
of the brochures, newspapers, and other advertisement, including those documents filed by 
Ms. Tan in her Trademark applications. These documents are readily available by searching the 
websites, in the possession of many former or current members of either Applicant or Opposer, 
and can be testified by many witnesses, including but not limited to those listed in the initial 
disclosures. Two examples are attached as Exhibits RI18-8 and RI18-9. 

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18 Identify and describe any legal or factual basis that supports that Applicant 
had ownership, license or other rights to use and file for applications for the mark(s) set forth in the 
Trademark Applications, and any evidence, including from witnesses, in support. 

Reply No. 19: As identified and described before, the owner of the mark(s) is Edison Chinese 
Chorus Inc. The evidence of its use is shown in all of the brochures, newspapers, and other 
advertisement, including those documents filed by Ms. Tan in her Trademark applications. 
These documents are readily available by searching the websites, in the possession of many 
former or current members of either Applicant or Opposer, and can be testified by many 
witnesses, including but not limited to those listed in the initial disclosures. Two examples are 
attached as Exhibit RI18-8 and RI18-9. 
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Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that it is 
unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). In addition, 
this information, if exist, is obtainable by Opposer from some source that is more convenient, 
less burdensome, or less expensive.  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

 
INTERROGATORY NO. 19 Identify and describe the history, origin, creation, adoption, application 
and use of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications, from their creation to the time of the 
response to this interrogatory, and any evidence, including witnesses, in support.  

Reply No. 20: The user and therefore, the owner of the mark(s) is always Edison Chinese Chorus 
Inc. After its former Art Director, Mr. Bin Lu, was fired by the membership meeting in 2017 he 
formed a competing Chorus, which is Opposer, and started to send emails and made phone 
calls to Applicant and other entities. 

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that this 
information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in 
violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). In addition, these documents are 
obtainable by Opposer from some source that is more convenient, less burdensome, or less 
expensive. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 20 Identify and describe any questions, remarks or confusion communicated 
to Applicant concerning the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications, including any Documents 
relating to such.  

Reply No. 21: Applicant reserves its right to any additional claims, defenses or evidence which 
may come out of the various stages of the proceedings. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 21 Identify and describe any claims, defenses or evidence, including from 

responses to the interrogatories set forth above, that Applicant may rely on in this proceeding.  

Reply No. 22: Applicant was not aware that Opposer ever used the mark(s) before April 28, 
2017 as claimed and admitted by Opposer in its filing with the State of New Jersey. 

Objection: The Interrogatory for any other information is objected on the grounds that this 
information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is obtainable by Opposer 
from some source that is more convenient, less burdensome and less expensive in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  



 

Page | 8 
 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 22 
commerce of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications, and the evidence, including from 
witnesses, that relates to such knowledge.  

Reply No. 23: Applicant has been using the mark(s) from 2001 to present consistently in all the 
performances organized and attended by it, except for the performances attended by only 
individual members who do not represent Applicant as a whole in the performances.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 23 Identify and describe any performance by Applicant or Edison where the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications were not used. 

 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   
 Respectfully submitted:  By: /s/Daping Fan Daping Fan President of Edison Chinese Chorus Inc.  Dated: June 3, 2019
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

 I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing 
First Set of Interrogatories has been served on H. Danny Kao, KAO & Associates, Counsel for 
the Opposer, by forwarding said copy on June 3, 2019, via email to dkao@kaolawus.com. 
 
 
Signature:  /s/Cheng Q. Song 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
     Before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
     P.O. Box 1451 
     Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 
 
     Opposition No. 91238706 
     Application Serial Nos. 87566170 and 87538374 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan Inc. 

Opposer  
v. 
 
Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. 
  Applicant 
 
 

Replies to First Set of Request for Documents 
 

 Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus Inc., hereby submits its Replies to First Set of Request 
for Documents. Applicant reserves the right to supplement and/or amend these Replies as 
appropriate during the course of this action. Each Reply is followed by the corresponding 
Request for Documents as received from Opposer. 

 
Objection to the Definitions and Instructions 

 
Objection: The set of Request for Documents utilizes prefatory instructions and definitions 
which extend the Request to those who are not the current Officers of Applicant. Therefore, 
the related instructions are neglected in Replies.  
  

page 1. Please advise what it means so that we can respond accordingly.   
 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

Reply No. 1: the membership and 
were never changed. A copy of the bylaws is provided as Exhibit RD1-1.  

REQUEST NO. 1 All Documents that refer or relate to the bylaws of Edison, including when 
such bylaws were enacted and all amendments to such bylaws.  

Reply No. 2: The filing records are provided as Exhibit RD2-2.  

REQUEST NO. 2 All Documents that refer or relate to the Edison LLC, corporate or other 
entity registration. 
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Reply No. 3:

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

NO. 3 All Documents that refer or relate to an Edison entity annual or other reporting to any 
government agency. 

Reply No. 4: The available documents are provided as Exhibit RD4-3 and RD4-4.  

Objection: Any other document request is objected on the grounds that this information is not 
relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in violation of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

 
REQUEST NO. 4 All Documents that refer or relate to the application or maintenance of 
501(c)(3) status of Edison.  

Reply No. 5:  

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). Furthermore, this request is oppressive, so broad and made solely 
for the purpose of harassing and intimidating Applicant. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 5 All tax returns of Edison. 

Reply No. 6: The requested documents have already been contained in various Exhibits and 
additional documents could be obtained by searching the websites easily.  

Objection: The request is objected on the ground that it is repetitious and redundant. 
Additionally, Opposer has more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source and 
therefore, this request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).   

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  
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REQUEST NO. 6 All Documents that refer or relate to the mark(s) that are the subject of the 
Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 7: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories.  

Objection: The request is objected on the ground that it is repetitious and redundant. 
Additionally, Opposer has more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source and 
therefore, this request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).    

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

 
REQUEST NO. 7 All Documents that refer or relate to the origin, creation, adoption, first use, 
subsequent use, history ownership, agreements, contracts, or licensing of the mark(s) that are the 
subject of the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 8:

Objection: The request is objected on the ground that it is repetitious and redundant. 
Additionally, Opposer has more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source and 
therefore, this request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).    

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 8 All Documents that refer or relate to filing of the applications for the mark(s) 
that are the subject of the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 9:   

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 9 All Documents that refer or relate to meetings of Edison that concern the 
mark(s) that are the subject of the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 10: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds it is repetitious and redundant. Additionally, 
this information is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition 
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and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in 
violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

REQUEST NO. 10 All Documents that refer or relate to voting concerning the membership of 
Edison and any member of Opposer. 
 

Reply No. 11: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information request is unreasonable 
cumulative or duplicative. It is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this 
Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly 
burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

REQUEST NO. 11 All Documents that refer or relate to the voting and firing of the music 
director of Edison on February 25, 2017. 

Reply No. 12: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. One 
of the early documents of 

RD1-1. 

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information request is unreasonable 
cumulative or duplicative. It is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this 
Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly 
burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

 
REQUEST NO. 12 
Chinese. 

Reply No. 13: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories as 
well as Exhibit RD1-1. 

 
REQUEST NO. 13 All Documents that refer or relate to the president of Edison and his or her 
duties, responsibilities or obligations to Edison.  

Reply No. 14: Many documents have been provided in various Exhibits.  
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Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this document request is unreasonable 
cumulative or duplicative. Opposer has more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive 
source and therefore, it is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 
Furthermore, this request is oppressive, so broad and made solely for the purpose of harassing 
and intimidating Applicant. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 14 All Documents that refer or relate to the musical performances of Edison 
including lists of songs, menus, photos, and newspaper articles, in which the mark(s) that are the 
subject of the Trademark Applications were used or were not used. 
 

Reply No. 15:  

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). Furthermore, this request is oppressive, so broad and made solely 
for the purpose of harassing and intimidating Applicant. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 15 All Documents that refer or relate to any private or government grants 
obtained by Edison.  

Reply No. 16: 
Applicant.  Our Exhibits in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories also provided evidence (RI1-
1) that Ms. Tan was not a member of Applicant. 

Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that Opposer has more 
convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source since Ms. Tan is related to Opposer. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

REQUEST NO. 16 All Documents that refer or relate to Ms. Tan as a volunteer or being 
otherwise associated with Edison or its members. 

Reply No. 17: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that Opposer has more convenient, less 
burdensome, or less expensive source since Mr. Lu is the principal of Opposer. In addition, this 
is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated 
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 17 All Documents that refer or relate to the hiring of music director, Mr. Lu, 
including any agreements, contracts, salary, compensation, reimbursement, date of hiring, 
reasons for hiring, or the resume of the music director.  

Reply No. 18: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories 
(Exhibit RI1-1). 

REQUEST NO. 18 All Documents that refer or relate to the membership of Edison in 2001 
including names, addresses, and phone numbers. 

Reply No. 19: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that this document 
request is unreasonable cumulative or duplicative. Opposer has more convenient, less 
burdensome, or less expensive source since Mr. Lu is the principal of Opposer. In addition, this 
is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated 
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 19 All Documents that refer or relate to the firing of music director, Mr. Lu, 
including any agreements, contracts, salary, compensation, reimbursement, date of firing or 
discharge, reasons for firing or discharge, or the resume of the music director.  

Reply No. 20: The voting result was provided as Exhibit RI3-2. 

Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that this document 
request is unreasonable cumulative or duplicative. Opposer has more convenient, less 
burdensome, or less expensive source since Mr. Lu is the principal of Opposer. In addition, this 
is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated 
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 20 All Documents that refer or relate to any music directors of Edison, 
including any agreements, contracts, salary, compensation, reimbursement, date of hiring, date of 
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firing or discharge, reasons for hiring, firing or discharge, or the resume of the music director.
 

Reply No. 21: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories as 
well as Exhibit RD1-1. 

Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and 
redundant. In addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this 
Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it 
is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 21 All Documents that refer or relate to the membership, rights, position, 
duties, responsibilities, or obligations of Da Ping Fan and Edison.  

Reply No. 22: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories as 
well as Exhibit RD1-1. 

Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and 
redundant. In addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this 
Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it 
is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 22 All Documents that refer or relate to the membership, rights, position, 
duties, responsibilities, or obligations of Ya Bin Lei and Edison.  

Reply No. 23: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories as 
well as Exhibit RD1-1. 

Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and 
redundant. In addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this 
Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it 
is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 23 All Documents that refer or relate to the membership, rights, position, 
duties, responsibilities, or obligations of Yu Liu and Edison.  

Reply No. 24: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 
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Objection: Any further information request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and 
redundant. In addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this 
Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it 
is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

REQUEST NO. 24 All Documents that refer or relate to the meeting on or about February 17, 
2001, including meeting minutes, voting results, and any other Documents.  

Reply No. 25: The request has been answered previously. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 25 All Documents that refer or relate to any intention or understanding 
concerning the proposing of a name for a chorus in February of 2001. 

Reply No. 26: The request has been answered previously. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 26 All Documents that refer or relate to any assignment, license, contract or 
agreement concerning use of the n
between Edison and Ms. Tan.  

Reply No. 27:  

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this request is undefined and so broad. 
Opposer has more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source. Furthermore, this 
request is oppressive, and made solely for the purpose of harassing Applicant. 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 27 All Documents that refer or relate to Opposer.  

Reply No. 28: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 
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REQUEST NO. 28 
Estoppel.  

Reply No. 29: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. The 
fact that no anyone claimed ownership to the potential marks they contributed from 2001 to 
201  

REQUEST NO. 29  
 

Reply No. 30: This request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 30 
 

Reply No. 31: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 31 
understanding among all contributors that such mark is for Applicant to use in the 

 

Reply No. 32: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  
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REQUEST NO. 32 
Defense: Fraud.

Reply No. 33: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 33 
Abandonment.  

Reply No. 34: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 34 irmative 
Defense: No Claim. 

Reply No. 35: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 35 All Documents that refer or relate to any communications, questions, 
remarks or confusion concerning the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 36: The request has been answered in Replies to the First Set of Interrogatories. 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that it is repetitious and redundant. In 
addition, this is not relevant to the determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and 
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not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, it is in violation of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 36 All Documents that refer or relate to any communications, questions, 
remarks or confusion concerning any similarities or differences between Applicant and Opposer. 

Reply No. 37: 

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that Opposer has more convenient, less 
burdensome, or less expensive source and therefore, it is in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).    

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

 
REQUEST NO. 37 
in the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 38:  

Objection: This request is objected on the grounds that Opposer has more convenient, less 
burdensome, or less expensive source and therefore, it is in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).    

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 38 All Documents t
forth in the Trademark Applications.  

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   
 Respectfully submitted:  By: /s/Daping Fan Daping Fan President of Edison Chinese Chorus Inc.  Dated: June 3, 2019
 
 
 
 
 
 



Page | 12 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

 I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing 
First Set of Interrogatories has been served on H. Danny Kao, KAO & Associates, Counsel for 
the Opposer, by forwarding said copy on June 3, 2019, via email to dkao@kaolawus.com. 
 
 
Signature:  /s/Cheng Q. Song 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
     Before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
     P.O. Box 1451 
     Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 
 
     Opposition No. 91238706 
     Application Serial Nos. 87566170 and 87538374 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan Inc. 

Opposer  
v. 
 
Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. 
  Applicant 
 
 

Replies to First Set of Request for Admissions 
 

 Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus Inc., hereby submits its Replies to First Set of Request 
for Admissions. Applicant reserves the right to supplement and/or amend these Replies as 
appropriate during the course of this action. Each Reply is followed by the corresponding 
Request for Admissions as received from Opposer. 

 
Objection to the Definitions and Instructions 

 
Objection: The set of Request for Admissions utilizes prefatory instructions and definitions 
which extend the Request to those who are not the current Officers of Applicant. Therefore, 
the related instructions are neglected in Replies.  
 
 
/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

Reply No. 1: Denied.  

REQUEST NO. 1 
October 2, 2004. 

Reply No. 2: Denied.  

 
REQUEST NO. 2 
October 2, 2004. 

Reply No. 3: Denied.  
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REQUEST NO. 3 
in Chinese, was October 2, 2004. 

Reply No. 4: Denied.  

 
REQUEST NO. 4  in the 
Trademark Applications was October 2, 2004. 

Reply No. 5: Admitted in part since the bylaws were approved by the membership on October 
20, 2001. Denied in part since the principle of the bylaws were followed by Applicant since its 

 

 
REQUEST NO. 5 Edison adopted its first bylaws on October 20, 2001.  

Reply No. 6: Admitted in part since the bylaws were approved by the membership on October 
20, 2001. Denied in part since the principle of the bylaws were followed by Applicant since its 

 

REQUEST NO. 6 In February of 2001, Edison had no bylaws in effect.  

Reply No. 7: Denied.  

REQUEST NO. 7 Edison was first registered as a legal entity with the State of New Jersey in 
October of 2001. 

Reply No. 8: Admitted.  

 
REQUEST NO. 8 In February of 2001, Edison had not been incorporated or registered as an 
corporation with the State of New Jersey. 

Reply No. 9: Denied.  In trademark law the ownership of a mark is created by using it in 
commerce.   

 
REQUEST NO. 9 ed by Ms. Tan.  

Reply No. 10: Denied. In trademark law the ownership of a mark is created by using it in 
commerce.   

REQUEST NO. 10 The mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications was created by Ms. 
Tan. 
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Reply No. 11: Admitted in part since it used the mark from 2001 to 2017. Denied in part since it 
continuously uses the mark from 2017 to present. 

 
REQUEST NO. 11 

 

Reply No. 12: Admitted in part since it used the mark from 2001 to 2017. Denied in part since it 
continuously uses the mark from 2017 to present.  

REQUEST NO. 12 An entity known as Edison continuously used the mark(s) set forth in the 
Trademark Applications from 2001 to 2017. 

Reply No. 13: about 25 founding members of Edison. 
No one is a founder of Edison.   
 

REQUEST NO. 13 
February 2001.  

Reply No. 14: Admitted. 

REQUEST NO. 14 In February of 2001, Ms. Tan was not a member of Edison.  

Reply No. 15: Admitted. 
 
REQUEST NO. 15 Ms. Tan was never a member of Edison. 
 
Reply No. 16: Admitted. 
 
REQUEST NO. 16 Ms. Tan was not a singer with a chorus associated with an entity known as 
Edison. 
 
Reply No. 17: Denied. Applicant knows that the use of mark(s) created the ownership and 
Applicant is the owner.  
 

REQUEST NO. 17 Applicant had no knowledge of which person was the origin of the mark(s) 
set forth in the Trademark Applications when Applicant filed the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 18: Denied. Applicant knows that the use of mark(s) created the ownership and 
Applicant is the owner.  
 
REQUEST NO. 18 Applicant had no knowledge of which person was the creator of the mark(s) 
set forth in the Trademark Applications when Applicant filed the Trademark Applications. 
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Reply No. 19: Denied. Applicant knows that the use of mark(s) created the ownership and 
Applicant is the owner.  
 

REQUEST NO. 19 Applicant had no knowledge of the first adopter of the mark(s) set forth in 
the Trademark Applications when Applicant filed the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 20: Denied. Applicant claimed in its application that the first use is at least as early as 
10/2/2004 but now found the first use is at least as early as 12/2/2001.  

 
REQUEST NO. 20 Applicant had no knowledge of the first use in interstate commerce of the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications when Applicant filed the Trademark 
Applications.  

Reply No. 21: Admitted since it did not exist.  
 

REQUEST NO. 21 Applicant had no knowledge of an agreement between Ms. Tan and her 
husband concerning the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications when Applicant filed 
the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 22: Admitted but it was a fraudulent transaction. 

 
REQUEST NO. 22 Opposer ob

 

Reply No. 23: Denied in part from 2001 to 2017 and admitted in part from 2017 to present for 
those people who has no knowledge of the history of the Chorus.  

REQUEST NO. 23 
the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications, and from the use of a mark by Opposer, as 

services. 

Reply No. 24: Denied since the origin was presented in the Answer and Affirmative Defenses and 
Exhibit RI7-3. 

REQUEST NO. 24 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it was the origin of the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 25: Denied since the use of a mark in commerce created an ownership according to the 
Trademark Law. Therefore, Applicant is the creator and owner of the mark(s). 
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REQUEST NO. 25 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it was the creator of the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 26: Denied since the use of a mark in commerce created an ownership according to the 
Trademark Law. Therefore, Applicant is the first adopter and owner of the mark(s). 

 

REQUEST NO. 26 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it was the first adopter of the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications. 

Reply No. 27: Denied since the use of a mark in commerce created an ownership according to the 
Trademark Law. Therefore, Applicant is the user and owner of the mark(s). 

 
REQUEST NO. 27 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it was the first user of the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 28: Denied since the use of a mark in commerce created an ownership according to the 
Trademark Law. Therefore, Applicant is the user and owner of the mark(s). 

REQUEST NO. 28 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it is the owner of the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications. 
 

Reply No. 29: Admitted since Applicant is the owner and no license would be needed.  

REQUEST NO. 29 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it is has a license to the 
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 30: Admitted since Applicant is the owner and no license would be needed.  

REQUEST NO. 30 Applicant has no Documents that evidence that it has a license from Ms. 
Tan to the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications.  

Reply No. 31: Admitted but Opposer was using the mark(s) unlawfully.  

REQUEST NO. 31 Applicant knew that Opposer was using the mark(s) set forth in the 
Trademark Applications in interstate commerce when Applicant filed the Trademark 
Applications.  

Reply No. 32: Denied as explained in Replies to First Set of Interrogatories. 
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REQUEST NO. 32 The composition of an entity known as Edison changed after a 

3). 

Reply No. 33: Denied. The legal entity was never changed. The Art director, Mr. Bin Lu, was 
fired and a new Art director was hired after the meeting. 

 
REQUEST NO. 33 The legal entity known as Edison changed when its composition changed 

Defenses, p. 3).  

Reply No. 34: Denied. It is just a typo, it should read even if the mark was the brainchild of Ms. 
Tan in 2001 she did not ask Applicant to get a license from her  

REQUEST NO. 34 
Applic  

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   
 Respectfully submitted:  By: /s/Daping Fan Daping Fan President of Edison Chinese Chorus Inc.  Dated: June 3, 2019
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

 I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing 
First Set of Interrogatories has been served on H. Danny Kao, KAO & Associates, Counsel for 
the Opposer, by forwarding said copy on June 3, 2019, via email to dkao@kaolawus.com. 
 
 
Signature:  /s/Cheng Q. Song 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
     Before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
     P.O. Box 1451 
     Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 
 
     Opposition No. 91238706 
     Application Serial Nos. 87566170 and 87538374 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan Inc. 

Opposer  
v. 
 
Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. 
AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or  
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan  
  Applicant 
 
 

Replies to Second Set of Interrogatories 
 

 Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus Inc., AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan, 
hereby submits its Replies to Second Set of Interrogatories. Applicant reserves the right to 
supplement and/or amend these Replies as appropriate during the course of this action. Each 
Reply is followed by the corresponding Interrogatory as received from Opposer. 

 
Objection to the Definitions and Instructions 

 
Objection: The set of Interrogatories utilizes prefatory instructions and definitions which extend 
the Interrogatories to those who are not the current Officers of Applicant. Therefore, the 
related instructions are neglected in Replies.  

 
/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

Reply No. 24: The chorus is Edison Chinese Chorus, AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or Xiang Yin He Chang 
Tuan, which was formed on or about Feb. 2001. The use of the trademarks started after the 
meeting held on or about Feb. 17, 2001. The owner of the trademarks is Edison Chinese Chorus 
from the beginning until today. The names and contact information of the membership on or 
about February 2001 is provided previously in Exhibit RI1-1, Chorus Me .
RI10-4 is a copy of program 

 which is the Trademark in this litigation.   

INTERROGATORY NO. 24 Please identify and describe the chorus and its  
use of any trademarks (including identifying its name, members, relation to  
Applicant (which was formed on 4/1/2001) or Edison, and first use and  
ownership of the marks that are the subject of the Trademark Applications)  
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that concern documents RI 1- -  
10-  

Reply No. 25: RI 13-6 is a photo taken on or about February 3, 2001 when the chorus was first 
formed. The founding President, Mr. Yuejin Li, is the custodian of the document. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 25  Concerning document RI 13-6,  which was  
produced by the Applicant, please identify the origin and custodian(s) of the  
document and its content since the document was created and modified (if it  
was modified), including identifying when and by whom was the information  
on the document put there (i.e., who wrote or printed on the document, and  

 
orus ( 

 
 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   
 Respectfully submitted:  By: /s/Daping Fan Daping Fan President of Edison Chinese Chorus Inc.  Dated: February 14, 2020 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

 I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing 
First Set of Interrogatories has been served on H. Danny Kao, KAO & Associates, Counsel for 
the Opposer, by forwarding said copy on February 14, 2020, via email to dkao@kaolawus.com. 
 
 
Signature:  /s/Cheng Q. Song 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
     Before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
     P.O. Box 1451 
     Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 
 
     Opposition No. 91238706 
     Application Serial Nos. 87566170 and 87538374 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan Inc. 

Opposer  
v. 
 
Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. 
AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan 
  Applicant 
 
 

Replies to Second Set of Request for Documents 
 

 Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus Inc., AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan,
hereby submits its Replies to Second Set of Request for Documents. Applicant reserves the right 
to supplement and/or amend these Replies as appropriate during the course of this action. 
Each Reply is followed by the corresponding Request for Documents as received from Opposer. 

 
Objection to the Definitions and Instructions 

 
Objection: The set of Request for Documents utilizes prefatory instructions and definitions 
which extend the Request to those who are not the current Officers of Applicant. Therefore, 
the related instructions are neglected in Replies.  
  
In addition, it se
page 1. Please advise what it means so that we can respond accordingly.   

 
/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

Reply No. 39:  

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  
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REQUEST NO. 39 All Documents (e.g., award certificates, official  
 

that current music director, Mr. Chunhe Zhang, is of the  
 

 
Reply No. 40:  

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 40 All Documents (e.g., award certificates, official  
ac  

 
 

 
Reply No. 41: Applicant has many public performances both before and after April 2017. The 
program brochures, notices or advertisements are readily available in the newspapers, online 
websites, etc. Opposer has already had many of the information.  

Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information is unduly burdensome 
in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 41 All Documents (e.g., lists, notices, advertisements,  
brochures) that refer or relate to the public performances of Applicant after April  
2017 to the present. 
 
Reply No. 42: The previous exhibit RD1-1 showed that the chorus may hire a music 
professional as its music director . 

Objection: The other parts of the request are objected on the ground that Opposer has more 
convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source for the information and therefore, this 
request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).     

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.    

REQUEST NO. 42 All documents concerning a contract or agreement  
(e.g., employment contract, consultant agreement) concerning a music director of  
Applicant, including Mr. Bin Lv. 
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Reply No. 43: The previous exhibit, RD1-1, lines 3-
 Exhibit RD43-5 is a copy of 1099-Misc 

showing the payment to Mr. Lv.   

Objection: The other parts of the request are objected on the ground that Opposer has more 
convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive source for the information and therefore, this 
request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b).  

  /s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

 
 

 
Reply No. 44:  The previous exhibits, RD1-1, lines 3-

 And RI 3-2 showed the result of the 
membership meeting. 

Objection: The request is objected on the ground that it is repetitious and redundant since it 
has been produced previously. In addition, this information is not relevant to the determination 
of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence and therefore, this request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 26(b).  
    
/s/Cheng Song, Esq.    

REQUEST NO. 44 All documents concerning the firing or removal of Mr.  
Bin Lv as a music director, according to RI 3-2 produced by Applicant, or  
otherwise.   
 
Reply No. 45:  

Objection: The request is objected on the ground that it is repetitious and redundant since it 
has been produced previously. In addition, this information is not relevant to the determination 
of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence and therefore, this request is in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 26(b). 
    
/s/Cheng Song, Esq.    

REQUEST NO. 45 All documents concerning the proposal to fire or  
remove Mr. Bin Lv as a music director, according to RI 3-2 produced by  
Applicant, or otherwise.   
 
Reply No. 46:  
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Objection: The request is objected on the ground that this information is not relevant to the 
determination of the subject matter of this Opposition and not calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and therefore, this request is in violation of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure Rule 26(b). 
 
/s/Cheng Song, Esq.    

REQUEST NO. 46 Documents sufficient to identify the person who made  
the proposal to fire or remove Mr. Bin Lv as a music director, according to RI 3 
2 produced by Applicant, or otherwise.  
 
Reply No. 47: Mr. Wen was not fired or removed from the membership by Applicant. He chose 
to stop  

REQUEST NO. 47 All documents concerning the firing or removal of Mr.  
Wen as a member of Applicant. 
 
Reply No. 48: As responded in Reply No. 47: Mr. Wen was not fired or removed from the 
membership by Applicant. He chose to stop  

REQUEST NO. 48 All documents concerning the proposal to fire or  
remove Mr. Wen as a member of Applicant. 
 
Reply No. 49: As responded in Reply No. 47: Mr. Wen was not fired or removed from the 
membership by Applicant. He chose to stop    

REQUEST NO. 49 Documents sufficient to identify the person who made  
the proposal to fire or remove of Mr. Wen as a member of Applicant. 
 
Reply No. 50. See Exhibit RD50-6, the meeting notice sent on January 19, 2017 more than two 
weeks prior to the meeting date. 
  
REQUEST NO. 50 All documents concerning any notice provided to the  
members of Applicant prior to the 2/25/2017 meeting. 
 
Reply No. 51:  
 
Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information request is unreasonably
cumulative or duplicative and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.   

REQUEST NO. 51 The member list of Applicant before the 2/25/2017  
meeting.  
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Reply No. 52: 
  
Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information request is unreasonably
cumulative or duplicative and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

REQUEST NO. 52 The member list of Applicant who were at the  
2/25/2017 meeting.  
 
Reply No. 53:  
 
Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information request is unreasonably
cumulative or duplicative is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

REQUEST NO. 53 The member list of Applicant immediately or soon after  
the 2/25/2017 meeting. 
 
Reply No. 54:  
 
Objection: The request is objected on the grounds that this information request is unreasonably
cumulative or duplicative and is unduly burdensome in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 26(b). 

/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

  
REQUEST NO. 54 Any record, summary, report, notice, message or other  
document concerning what transpired at the 2/25/2017 meeting. 
 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   
  
Respectfully submitted: 
 
By: /s/Daping Fan 
Daping Fan 
President of Edison Chinese Chorus Inc.  
Dated: February 14, 2020 
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Certificate of Service 
 

 I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing 
First Set of Interrogatories has been served on H. Danny Kao, KAO & Associates, Counsel for the 
Opposer, by forwarding said copy on February 14, 2020, via email to dkao@kaolawus.com. 
 
 
Signature:  /s/Cheng Q. Song 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
     Before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
     P.O. Box 1451 
     Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 
 
     Opposition No. 91238706 
     Application Serial Nos. 87566170 and 87538374 
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan Inc. 

Opposer  
v. 
 
Edison Chinese Chorus Inc. 
AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or  
Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan 
  Applicant 
 
 

Replies to Second Set of Request for Admissions 
 

 Applicant, Edison Chinese Chorus Inc., AKA Xiang Yin Chorus or Xiang Yin He Chang Tuan, 
hereby submits its Replies to Second Set of Request for Admissions. Applicant reserves the right 
to supplement and/or amend these Replies as appropriate during the course of this action. 
Each Reply is followed by the corresponding Request for Admissions as received from Opposer. 

 
Objection to the Definitions and Instructions 

 
Objection: The set of Request for Admissions utilizes prefatory instructions and definitions 
which extend the Request to those who are not the current Officers of Applicant. Therefore, 
the related instructions are neglected in Replies.  
 
 
/s/Cheng Song, Esq. 

Reply No. 35: Denied.  

REQUEST NO. 35 Applicant contends that the first use date allegation for  
the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications (Serial Nos. 87566170 and  
87538374) is not correct.  

Reply No. 36: Admitted.  

REQUEST NO. 36 Applicant currently contends that the first use of the  
mark(s) set forth in the Trademark Applications in interstate commerce was at  
least as early as 12/2/2001.  
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Reply No. 37: Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 37 The first use of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark  
Applications in interstate commerce was before Applicant was created as an  
entity. 

Reply No. 38: Denied.  

REQUEST NO. 38 The first use of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark  
Applications in interstate commerce was by an entity other than Applicant. 

Reply No. 39: Denied.  

REQUEST NO. 39 The first use of the mark(s) set forth in the Trademark  
Applications in interstate commerce was by an entity other than Applicant and  
that entity never transferred the mark(s) to Applicant by agreement, contract or  
otherwise.  

Reply No. 40: Denied.  

 
 

Trademark Applications in interstate commerce, because at the time of such first  
 

Reply No. 41: Objected on irrelevancy.  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 41 There is no documentary evidence (e.g., official  
 

wledged by the  
 

website. 

Reply No. 42: Objected on irrelevancy.  

/s/Cheng Song, Esq.  

REQUEST NO. 42 There is no documentary evidence (e.g., official  
certificate or acknowledgment  

 
 

 
Reply No. 43: Denied. 
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REQUEST NO. 43 The minimum 2-week notice required by the  
 

provided to the members. 
 
Reply No. 44: Denied. 
 
REQUEST NO. 44 The minimum 2-week notice required by the  

 
name-proposal to the executive committee was not provided to the members. 
 
Reply No. 45: Denied. 
  
REQUEST NO. 45 The alleged removal of Mr. Wen from the membership  

 
 
Reply No. 46: Denied. 
 
REQUEST NO. 46 The alleged removal of Mr. Lv as music director of  

 
 
Reply No. 47: Denied. 
  
REQUEST NO. 47 The alleged removal of Mr. Lv from the membership of  

 
 
Reply No. 48: Denied. 
 
REQUEST NO. 48 RI 1-  
Members as of Feb. -20  
 
Reply No. 49: Denied. 
 
REQUEST NO. 49 RI 1-  
Members as of Feb. -  
 
Reply No. 50: Admitted in part and denied in part since Mr. Bin Lv was a Chorus Member as a 
hired music director but not a member with voting right since he did not pay membership fee.  
 
REQUEST NO. 50 RI 1-  
Members as of Feb. -  
 
Reply No. 51: Admitted in part and denied in part since Mr. Bin Lv was a Chorus Member as a 
hired music director but not a member with voting right since he did not pay membership fee.  
  
REQUEST NO. 51 RI 13-  
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Lv) as a member. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   
 Respectfully submitted:  By: /s/Daping Fan Daping Fan President of Edison Chinese Chorus Inc.  Dated: February 14, 2020 
 
 
 
 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

 I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing 
First Set of Interrogatories has been served on H. Danny Kao, KAO & Associates, Counsel for 
the Opposer, by forwarding said copy on February 14, 2020, via email to dkao@kaolawus.com. 
 
 
Signature:  /s/Cheng Q. Song 
 






































